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Honorable Bill Clinger
House of Representatives
2160 Rayburn Building
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Congressman Clinger:
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This is in reply to your letter of APri~' 1993, in which you inquired on
behalf of several of your constituents r arding the Notice of Proposed Rule
Making (Notice) in PR Docket No. 92-23~ 57 FR 54034 (1992). This Notice
proposes comprehensive changesrto the C ission's Rules governing the private
land mobile radio services operating in the frequency bands below 512 MHz.

Your constituents are specifically concerned about the impact of these changes
on radio control (R/C) hobby users. Enclosed is a discussion paper concerning
our proposals for the 72-76 MHz band. In short, we expect there would be no
adverse impact on RiC operations because of any proposal contained in the
Notice.

We are, of course, sensitive to the concerns of both users of private land
mobile radio spectrum and R/C hobbyists. We will, therefore, take your
constituents' concerns into account when we develop final rules in this
proceeding. As indicated in the Notice, were.ain convinced that without
significant regulatory change in radio operations in the bands below 512 MHz,
the quality of communications in the private land mobile radio services will
continue to deteriorate to the point of endangering public safety and the
national economy.

We want to thank you for your interest in this proceeding.
letters will be included in the record of the proceeding.
rules to be issued in 1994.

Sincerely,

Your' constituents'
We expect final

Joseph A. Levin
Chief, Policy & Planning Branch
Private Radio Bureau

Enclosures

cc:

Chief, PRBureau
Chief, LM&MDivison
Docket Files, Room 222
P&P Branch File (Chron)

DFertig/RShiben:/gb/sf/I.:PR
Dir B:/BULTRS

CNTL NO - 930 1788
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Mr. Eugene Thomson
Federal Communications Commission
Private Radio Bureau
1919 M street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20554

Dear Mr. Thomson:

I am writing on behalf of several of my constituents of
Pennsylvania's 5th congressional district.

They are concerned about proposed revisions to the Private
Land Mobile Radio services, specifically as they relate to remote
control operators of model aircrafts. It is their belief that
the proposed changes to radio controlled frequencies will cause
unneccessary interference, thus creating the potential for
considerable damage to both their aircrafts and the surrounding
environment.

Pursuant to information provided by the FCC, the FCC will
accept comments and concerns regarding the adoption of final
rules of PR Docket No. 92-235 until May 28, 1993. I am
submitting their letters for your consideration.

Sincerely,

~inge""rC.J"'''oPJA
Member of Congress

WFC:ajb
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2308 Abington Circle
State College, PA 1680 I
February 23, 1993

The Honorable William F. Oinger
House Office Building
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Mr. Clinger:

I have been interested in aviation for as long as [can remember.. [ am retired and active in a local
club whose members enjoy constructing and operating radio controlled model airplanes.

I am very concerned about proposed rules that are currently under consideration by the Federal
Communications CommiSSion (FCC). The proceeding is PR Doclcet 92-235. If adopted. the new
rules wiU greatly reduce the usability of frequencies currently assigned for model use and
increase the risk of accidents and attendant liability for controlling model airplanes.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72 - 76 MHz band. 'This band is primarily used for
private land mobile dispatch operations. However. our radio control frequencies in this band are
far enough apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share the band
without either use interfering widl the other.

Now the FCC wants to create more land mobile frequencies by splitting them into narrower
bandwidths and rearranging the band plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move
closer to the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control operations. I am
told that of the 50 frequencies that are presently available for radio control of model airplanes.
only 19 frequencies will be left if these new rules are adopted.

..
When we fly our model airplanes under radio control, we go to great lengths to assure the safety
of the operators and bystanders and the protection ofproperty. Many of our safety precautions
involve the careful coordination and use of the radio control frequencies. If the number of usable
frequencies id diminished as proposed by the FCC. the remaining frequencies will become
congested and the margin of safety will be greatly decreased.

Please understand that many model airplanes have wing spans up to 10 feet and weight as much
as 30 or 40 pounds. The models themselves are expensive to build; but more to the point. they
are capable of causing property damage. serious injury, or even death if radio interference causes
the operator to lose control of the craft. We often fiy our models at organized events and contests
where hundreds of operators participate. We need the use of our full complement of radio
frequencies in order to assure a safe fiying environment.

[ do not think it is wise of the FCC to seek to improve the operating conditions of land mobile
radio users at the expense of radio control modelers. The FCC may not think we are as important
as business users of radios. but we have a considerable investment in our models and in our radio
equipment. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to thousands of people like myself and
contributes to the advancement and development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by not allowing the FCC to carry out
it$ proposals for the 72 - 76 MHz band.

Sincerely,

Donald L. Krebs
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J ALFRED JONES, M.D.
Internal Medicine

CENTRE MEDICAL GROUP

233 EASTERLY PARKVVAY

STATE COLLEGE. PENNSYLVANIA 16801

February 24, 1993

The Honorable William Clinger
u. S. House of Representatives
Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Representative Clinger:

I am writing concerning a proposed rule by the FCC, PR Docket 92-235.
This rule concerns a small matter but one of great interest to people like
me. I build and fly radio controlled airplanes and helicopteIS. We are
assigned specific frequencies for model use that are already spaced close
together. The closeness of the frequencies have made most of us purchase
new radios at a great expense to safely operate our airplanes. In addition to
the close spacing, there is already a commercial radio channel in between
several of our current frequencies. The above proposed rule would further
subdivide the channels to place us and the commercial frequencies into a
situation that would almost guarantee interference.

Interference at the commercial level is bad enough, as it results in garbled
communications that must be repeated. Interference to us results in a certain
economic disaster, Le., a plane crash, but potent~lly, a personal disaster as
well. The aircraft we fly may weigh as much as 55 pounds and fly as fast as
150 m.p.h. This much energy witholltControl will always crash and, if into an
individual, may cause severe injury.

The Academy of Model Aeronautics, AMA, has designed safety into its charter
as a primary concern in our hobby. All of our flying sites are tightly regulated
to insure participant and observer safety. The proposed rule puts all of us in
jeopardy because control of the aircraft is lost when radio interference occurs.

Building and flying these aircraft are a major source of leisure for me, and I
have invested thousands of hOUIS in building and many dollars :.in. equipment to
make my hobby enjoyable and safe.

The proposed rule specifies fr~quencies but does not specify the quality of the
radio transmissions at those frequencies nearly to the tole rance that the AMA
and FCC does for our radio transmissions. The regulations would not require



r
·~

.

.~.. .'
,~t! ..

j
The Honorable William Clinger
February 24, 1993
Page 2

tight tolerances allowing them to interfere easily with our transmissions at
all times. Furthermore, the proposed channels are for mobile units, making
them impossible to locate and avoid. They could even be present on the
same flying fields with our transmitters during flying.

I suggest the solution to the problem is two fold. One, insert the new
channels at other frequencies, even though not less crowded, but ones where
interference does not have such dire consequences. Second, oUt of
consideration of users on adjacent frequencies, require the users of new
frequencies to purchase and operate "narrow ~d" equipment that sharply
limits its radio frequency radiation strictly to the assigned frequency with no
spill over into adjacent frequencies.

I hope this letter is not too late and your influence and concern will see a
just and safe solution to this problem.

Sincerely yours,

()~~
J A~ Jones, M.D.

JA]:ka
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02/20/93

The Honorable William, Clinger
U.S. House of Reps.

Washington, D.C. 20515

Dear Sir's

To begin with I am involved in the business of supplying
video communication to the general public and understand the
demand for and the need for advancement in this field.

So this is not a one sided letter. But I am concerned
about PR Docket 92-235. If adopted, the new rules will
greatly interfere with my hobby of flying radio control
airplanes. A hobby that I spend maybe Two Thousand Dollars A
year. To date our hobby is very safe and rules are fallowed
very close, but the fear is that with the splitting up the
frequencies will over lap with our's causing our Hobby to be
A thing of the past, causing an entire industry to come to A
halt.

I would like to see some kind of compromise so that we
could enjoy the fruit's of our labor by enjoying both
product's

Sincerely,

ad~
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The Honorable William r. Clinger. Jr.'
House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Mr. Clinger:

I am a member of a local model airplane
Aeromodelers, and have enjoyed the sport of radio
aircraft flying for many years.

club, The
controlled

Kinzua
model

I am very concerned about the Federal Communications Commissions'
proposal (PR Docket 92-235) that would greatly reduce the usability of
frequencies currently assigned for model use and increase the risk of
accidents and attendant liability for controlling model aircraft.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This
band i$ primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations.
However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough
apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share
the band without either user interfering with the other.

The F.C.C. now wants to create more land mobile frequencies by
splitting them into narrower band widths and rearranging the band
plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer to
the radio control frequencies and cause interference to'radlo control
operations. I have been told that our available channels would be
reduced from 50 to 19 if these rules are adopted.

Modelers go to great lengths to assure the safety of other flyers
and spectators and the protec.tion of property. Many of our safety
precautions involve the coordination and use of our frequencies. If
we have less frequencies to use, the remaining frequencies will become
congested and safety will decrease.

Our models have become larger, heavier and more costly. They are
capable of causing personal injury and property damage if radio
interference causes the operator to lose control of the aircraft. We
need all our present channels, especially at large model events where
numerous flyers are present, to ensure a safe flying environment.

I do not feel that the F.C.C. should expand the operating
conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio control
modelers. The F.C.C. may not think we are as important as business
users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models
and radio equipment. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to
thousands of people like myself and contributes to the advancement and
development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me to continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by
not allowing the F.C.C. to carry out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz
band.

Sincerely,



~he Honorable William F. C:i~crer :r.
2160 Rayburn House Of=ice 31cq.
Washington, DC 20515

?eb. 1993

~ .

STATE COLLEGE
RADIO CONTROL·CLUB
STATE COUEGE, PENNSYLVANtA 16801

AlIA CHARTER~R 112

Subject: PR Docket 92-235

Dear Mr. Clinger

My name is George Gur~ey, M1A 31716, and I have been the
c:ub treasurer for the state Col:eae Radio Control Club for many
years. In addition, , ~ee9 the ~eccrds of the frequency
distribution for the club. ~ave.:-a(;e membership 75)

When new members or ,)::1 :nemDer::;; want to buy or change
frequencies, I can tell them which frequencies are the least
crowded. I have sent the FCC the ~urrent club frequency listing
showing the present distribution. A cross reference would show
that many members have more t:oan <;ne ':requency. eg. Elwood
Struble, channel::;; 3~, 38, 48, ~0, 54, and 56. I can assure you
:hat these =r~qllencies d':::'~ ..~C:~ _' .:.::;t .:')ares, but that each one is
:n an aircraft with average ~a:~es cf 500.00 or more dollars.

Our flying field is :UC3t~~ ~ne t~ird of a mile from RT. 26
::1ree miles north of Pleasant G..:;;) ~A. I don't-think I need to
3ay more about our wo~ries cQnce~~:~a ?R Docket 92-235 d~e to the
~resence of the !lighway or ~nde~~ ~~e mobility of the problem
right at the field. 7he ltl :':L·;· ..;~acins has caused enough
~roblems itself whic~ most c!ub~ ~ave dealt with. However the
::::.5 :<hz wi t::J much greater ·:le\,,'~:: .':-;'.: e"r course the ~ossible abuse
OI: t:-:at power ego CB radio:::; '''==':':::::~;'.'~ :he 27 mhz frequencies
which are all but dbandone~, ~~:: :~l~ the hobby.

?~ease suppor~ ~:le :-:l)~~;~·-.!' ::·i~ ...L~::':::.l .3nd the thousands of model
3ir;;>lane ent:1usiast and ':."~lC,)!1':::~I:;'.:" '::-:.:::: ::'CC '.:0 retain the 10 khz
3pacil1g we now 1~2ve.

you [or 'lour

..... ,

.=.,lncere.:..·.l,
:'Ii., .11:&

..- \;./..4/~r,t;A/ .~~(,'vk£~_ .....~ ~. _ . n 1 ....... r
'"eo,-.e 3. ("u .... ey AMA .J':' !_:,:

1.705 S. l;l!e~1 2:.
State College, ?A. :530:
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February 22, 1993

Paul L. Brubaker
2021 Maryellen Lane
State College, PA 16801

RE: PR Docket 92-235

Dear Representative Oinger:

This letter concerns PR Docket 92-235, which concerns the FCC's proposed land mobile
frequency restructuring. As a radio controlled model enthusiast, I am afraid that the
new rules will make drastic cuts in the frequencies assigned for the use of model planes,
and by doing so the new rules will create an unsafe situation for hobbyists and
bystanders alike by allowing land mobile frequencies to interfere with model airplane
frequencies.

The plan to restructure current bands and introduce more land mobile frequencies will
cut the number of frequencies available to us in the 72-76 MHz band from fifty to only
nineteen, creating severe congestion on the nineteen frequencies remaining for our use.
As we are talking about model planes that can weigh up to forty pounds and have
wingspans of up to ten feet, we have the potential for disaster to life or property if
clogged radio frequencies cause an operator to lose control of the plane.

Another concern is that events sponsored. by clubs such as the one to which I belong
would become a thing of the past because there would not be enough frequencies
available to choreograph an exhibition wit." any margin for safety. The time, effort,
money, and enthusiasm that thousands ofhobbyists have poured into the sport will have
gone for nothing if exhibitions can no longer be safely held because operating conditions
of land mobile radio users have been improved at the expense of radio control
modelers.

I would appreciate your help in allowing me to continue the safe enjoYment of my
hobby by your vote against the FCC's restructuring proposal for the 72-76 MHz band.

Paul L. Brubaker



February 22, 1993

Philip K. McCall
105 Wyndham Circle
Boalsburg, PA 16827

RE: PR Docket 92-235

Dear Representative Clinger:

This letter shares my concerns about PR Docket 92-235, the FCC's propo6ed land mobile
frequency restructuring. I am a radio controlled model enthusiast who uses the hobby
as R&R from my extremely high stress business. Over the years this hobby has brought
me quite a bit of satisfaction and won 'me quite a few new friends, as well as fostering
valuable 'contacts for my business. My fear is that the new rules will make drastic cuts
in the frequencies assigned for the use of model planes and will create an unsafe
situation for hobbyists and bystanders alike by allowing land mobile frequencies to
interfere with model airplane frequencies. Ultimately, I fear that the rules will bring an
end to the sport on any reasonable scale.

The plan to restructure current bands and introduce more land mobile frequencies will
slash the number of frequencies available to us in the 72-76 MHz band from fifty to
nineteen, creating overcrowding on the few frequencies remaining for modelers' use.
The model planes about which I am speaking can weigh up to forty pounds and have
wingspans of up to ten. feet. The pot~ntial for disaster to life or property exists if
overlapping radio frequencies cause an operator to lose control of a plane of such size,
traveling at any speed.

Events and contests sponsored by clubs all over the nation could become a thing of the
past due to insufficient frequencies available to coordinate a large number of craft and
operators with any margin for safety. The enthusiasm that thousands of hobbyists have
channelled into designing and flying their planes will have gone for nothing if
exhibitions can no longer be safely held. Is it fair to negate the investments of time and
labor and dollars of the radio control hobbyists to improve ate operating conditions only
for land mobile radio users ?

I would be gratified by your vote against the FCC's restructuring proposal for the 72-76
MHz band, a vote which would allow me and many others our safe continuation of the
radio control model airplane hobby .

Sincerely,

?l~> I. ,\\ ~ c..,\\
Philip K. McCall
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FEB 251993

Tl1e t1 t Jnfjrable vJil~_i,~·.\rn ·:::1~~r

:1. S. :-!uu:';(:,' .'T· Repre~.==nL.:i t ~ j.;,.,'

Wa311ingt'l)o, D. C. ~OSl~

Dear Sir,

917 Allen Stt"eet
Titusville, Pennsylvania 163S·b
~~bruary 19. 1393

I dill wr i tlng cl.:.ncl~.n:.i:lg ~.;,r"oposed rule P R Docket 92-235.
As an active member of a IJcai model airplane flying group, I am ver~

concerned that if this rul~ ~5 3dopted, modelers will suffer .
. Our radio contr:::l fr",,'=!ut'-':l·:.;ies are in the 72-76 MHz band.. This

band is primarily used ff~Jr ,)riv=.tr,,;: land mobile dispatch. However. 0;1:'

radio control frequencies in tl!is band are far enough apart from the
land mobile frequencies <:'::'1 ':, '.:''';' have been able t,o share the band
without either use interferin~ with the other.

Now the FCC wants t,(, ': :'E;:=' f.'7- ;llUre land mobile frequencies by
splitting them into narrower ~andwidths and rearran~ing the band plan.
As a result. many land ~Gti:~ f=equencies will move closer to radio
control frequencies and ·_··::tt:.=-=- ·.::-o:,-=-t·ierence to radio control
operations. t am told thaT. "~ :,he fifty <50) frequencies ~hat are
presently available fer ~adi· :G~trol. only nineteen (19) will be left
if these new l"ules areid,:;?~,=j.

If :.he number (";f freq,:dl':: >~~s diminished as proposed by the FCC
the remaining frequencies wi~: ~ ~come congested and the margin of
::3<lfety "Jill be greatly ,.~':':~':'3.:3-=:'~. We need the use of our full
comp lemen t ",I raci i,::: :-;'e'JlH"r.::':' '."-'C' ~. n ,-,rder to assure a safe flying
environment.

I (io not thi nk .:. t ~.3 'f L="' "c- t.he F'CC to seek to improve the
operating Gondi tic,n5 uf ~an.::' :,',':ci:e '..lsers 'a.t the expense of radio
control modeler-::;, The FCC :a.~\/ ;:'.''- think we 'are as important as
business :.lsers ,:,f ]"adio. '.:-\17 '.;,:, h.Otve a considerable investment
in our models and in ";U~ ~~~~_ ~qllipment. The hobby provides many
hours o:f enjoyment to L}>_,'.i.:';,:,;,:'::f people like myself.

Please IleJp me r,() ",~, '':' :,'~~;:':' ;.,:le safe enjoyment of my pastime Cjr
rlot .3.11owing t11e FCC t;._ "_,_ .. , ·~ .. t~ 1. ts l?rcJposals for the 72-76 MHz
La.nd.

SincereljT,

~~TCJ~
.,~

Brian Oviatt
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TRI· :T;c.TE ~;OAr-:lr~G SOC:cTY

The Honorable Wil11aM Clinger

1122 Longworth Off~ce BUilding

Washington, ~.C. 20515

Dear Mr. Clinger:

I need your help· The FCC has issued

NPRM-PR Docket 92-235. This is a frequency restructuring

whlch will greatly reduce the asab111ty of frequencies

currently assigned for model use (a1rc.raft- cars~boats)

The proposed new frequencies are so close that interference

w11l occur.

Please give me your help to continue the

safe enjoyment of my hobby by not allowing the FCC

to carry out its proposals for the 72 - 76 ~Hz band.

Thank you for your help,

Thomas Anderson

243 E. State street

Pleasantville, PA. 16341

Feb. 23,1993



FEB 121992
The Honorable William F. Clinger, Jr."
House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Mr. Clinger:

I am a member of a local model airplane
Aeromodelers, and have enjoyed the sport of radio
aircraft flying for many years.

club, The Kinzua
controlled model

I am very concerned about the Federal Communications Commissions'
proposal (PR Docket 92-235) that would greatly reduce the usability of
frequencies currently assigned for model use and increase the risk of
accidents and attendant liability for controlling model aircraft.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This
band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations.
However. our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough
apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share
the band without either user interfering with the other.

The F.C.C. now wants to create more land mobile frequencies by
splitting them into narrower band widths and rearranging the band
plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer to
the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control
operations. I have been told that our available channels would be
reduced from 50 to 19 if these rules are adopted.

Modelers go to great lengths to assure the safety of other flyers
and spectators and the protection of property. Many of our safety
precautions involve the coordination and use of our frequencies. If
we have less frequencies t~ use, the remaining frequencies will become
congested and safety will decrease.

Our models have become larger, heavier and more costly. They are
capable of causing personal injury and property damage if radio
interference causes the operator to lose control of the aircraft. We
need all our present channels, especially at large model events where
numerous flyers are present, to ensure a safe flying environment.

I do not feel that the F.C.C. should expand the operating
conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio control
modelers. The F.C.C. may not think we are as important as business
users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models
and radio equipment. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to
thousands of people like myself and contributes to the advancement and
development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me to continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by
not allowing the F.C.C. to carry out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz
band.

Sincerely,
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The Honorable William F. Clinger, Jr.;
House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Mr. Clinger:

I am a member of a local model airplane
Aeromodelers, and have enjoyed the sport of radio
aircraft flying



FEB 12199f
The Honorable William F. Clinger, Jr. J

House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Mr. Clinger:

I am a member of a local model airplane
Aeromodelers, and have enjoyed the sport of radio
aircraft flying for many years.

clUb, The
controlled

Kinzua
model

I am very concerned about the Federal Communications Commissions'
proposal CPR Docket 92-2J5) that would greatly reduce the usability of
frequencies currently assigned for model use and increase the risk of
accidents and attendant liability for controlling model aircraft.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This
band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations.
However, our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough
apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share
the band without either user interfering with the other.

The F:C.C. now wants to create more land mobile frequencies by
splitting them into narrower band widths and rearranging the band
plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer to
the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control
operations. I have been told that our available channels would be
reduced from 50 to 19 if these rules are adopted.

Modelers go to great lengths to assure the safety of other flyers
and spectators and the protection of property. Many of our safety
precautions involve the coordination and use of our frequencies. If
we have less frequencies t~ use, the remaining frequencies will become
congested and safety will decrease.

Our models have become larger, heavier and more costly. They are
capable of causing personal injury and property damage if radio
interference causes the operator to lose control of the aircraft. We
need all our present channels, especially at large model events where
numerous flyers are present, to ensure a safe flying environment.

I do not feel that the F.C.C. should expand the operating
conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio control
modelers. The F.C.C. may not think we are as important as business
users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models
and radio equipment. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to
thousands of people like myself and contributes to the advancement and
development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me to continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by
not allowing the F.C.C. to carry out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz
band.

Sincerely,

JJL/~
WILLIAM F. LITTLEFIELD
PRESIDENT OF KINZUA AEROMODELERS



The Honorable William F. Clinger, Jr.;
House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Mr. Clinger:

I am a member of a local model airplane club, The Kinzua
Aeromodelers, and have enjoyed the sport of radio controlled model
aircraft flying for many years.

I am very concerned about the Federal Communications Commissions'
proposal (PR Docket 92-235) that would greatly reduce the usability of
frequencies currently assigned for model use and increase the risk of
accidents and attendant liability for controlling model aircraft.

Our radio control frequencies are in the 72-76 MHz band. This
band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations.
However', our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough
apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have. been able to share
the band without either user interfering with the other.

The F.C.C. now wants to create more land mobile frequencies by
splitting them into narrower band widths and rearranging the band
plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer to
the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control
operations. I have been told that our available channels would be
reduced from 50 to 19 if these rules are adopted.

Modelers go to great lengths to assure the safety of other flyers
and spectators and the prote~tion of property. Many of our safety
precautions involve the coordination and use of our frequencies. If
we have less frequencies t~ use, the remaining frequencies will become
congested and safety will decrease.

Our models have become larger, heavier and more costly. They are
capable of causing personal injury and property damage if radio
interference causes the operator to lose control of the aircraft. We
need all our present channels, especially at large model events where
numerous flyers are present, to ensure a safe flying environment.

I do not feel that the F.C.C. should expand the operating
conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio control
modelers. The F.C.C. may not think we are as important as business
users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our models
and radio equipment. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to
thousands of people like myself and contributes to the advancement and
development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me to continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by
not allowing the F.C.C. to carry out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz
band.

ROBISON, CHARLES S.
266 PLEASANT DRlVc

W.~RRENt PAt 16365

Sincerely.



fEB 12199l
The Honorable William F. Clinger, Jr. J

House of Representatives
Washington, DC 20515

Dear Mr. Clinger:

I am a member of a local model airplane
Aeromodelers, and have enjoyed the sport of radio
aircraft flying for many years.

club, The
controlled

Kinzua
motlel

I am very concerned about the Federal Communications Commissions'
proposal (PR Docket 92-235) that would greatly reduce the usability of
frequencies currently assigned for model use and increase the risk of
accidents and attendant liability for controlling model aircraft.

Our radio control frequencies are in tne 72-76 MHz band. This
band is primarily used for private land mobile dispatch operations.
However~ our radio control frequencies in this band are far enough
apart from the land mobile frequencies that we have been able to share
the band without either user interfering with the other.

The F.C.C. now wants to create more land mobile frequencies by
splitting them into narrower band widths and rearranging the band
plan. As a result, many land mobile frequencies will move closer to
the radio control frequencies and cause interference to radio control
operations. I have been told that our available channels would be
reduced from 50 to 19 if these rules are adopted.

Modelers go to great lengths to assure the safety of other flYers
and spectators and the prote~tion of property. Many of our safety
precautions involve the coordination and use of our frequencies. If
we have less frequencies to use, the remaining frequencies will become
congested and safety will decrease.

Our models have become larger, heavier and more costly. They are
capable of causing personal injury and property damage if radio
interference causes the operator to lose control of the aircraft. We
need all our present channels, especially at large model events wl\ere
numerous flyers are present, to ensure a safe flying environment.

I do not feel that the F.C.C. should expand the operating
conditions of land mobile radio users at the expense of radio control
modelers. The F.C.C. may not think we are as important as business
users of radios, but we have a considerable investment in our mOdels
and radio equipment. The hobby provides many hours of enjoyment to
thousands of people like myself and contributes to the advancement and
development of the commercial aviation industry.

Please help me to continue the safe enjoyment of my pastime by
not allowing the F.C.C. to carry out its proposals for the 72-76 MHz
band.

Sincerely,
.\
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